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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 
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Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 

Applicants filed a request to reopen prosecution, dated October 17, 2002. In the request applicants stated that during prosecution of 
the application, none of the Office actions either explicitly refers to, or comments on the extent or degree to which yield strength is 
increased, to which claims 5 and 6 and 9 are limited. However, Apphcants' attention are directed to page 4, paragraph 6 of the Office 
action dated July 30, 2002, wherein the examiner stated that "by using the technique of Combs for atomizing the Ni-Cr alloy of either 
Nakamori et al, Shaw or JP 63-33,594 and depositmg the same on a substrate suface, the grain size of the deposited alloy is small than 
that of an as cast Ni-Cr alloy. Thus, the ductihty and the strength of the atomized and deposited Ni-Cr alloy will be higher than that of 
the conventional as cast Ni-Cr alloy". Since the ductihty and the yield strength of the as cast Ni-Cr alloy is less than 25% tensile 
elongation and 145 ksi, respectively, the Office action does conutient on the claimed limitation. Accordingly, the request to reopen 
the proseclion is denied. 
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